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REMARKS 

Applicants wish to thank the Examiner for considering the present 
application. In the Office Action dated July 20, 2004 addressing Applicants' Request for 
Continuation and Submission dated June 3, 2004, claims 1-20 are pending in the 
application, Applicants respectfully request the Examiner for reconsideration. 

Claim 1 requires a controller coupled to the pressure transmitter, the 
controller receives a pressure signal and in a first stage, compares the pressure signal 
to a pressure threshold to obtain a sensor status and in a second stan* g uaijfjgg «~ 
sensor status signal by generating a comn^to w ami nn status in response to the 
sensor status , wherein the composite warning status provides an in-range signal when 
the pressure statuses have not exceeded the pjgssure tjireshold and the pressure 
transmitters are not in a fault condition . Juzswik is a tire pressure monitoring system 
with pressure gauge operating mode for indicating when air pressure within a tire is 
within a predetermined pressure range. On page 2 and 6 (Examiner's paragraph #2 
and #6) of the Office Action states, 'Juzswik discloses a warning status being provided 
within an in-range signaJ when the pressure statuses have not exceeded the pressure 
threshold prior to a false condition (col. 1 , line 45 through col. 2, Iine2) - While it is true 
Juzswik discloses on line 45 of Col. 1 through line 2 of Col. 2 that -a need exists for an 
accurate and reliable air pressure measuring system and method for indicating that the 
air pressure within the tire has come within the desired pressure range during the filling 
process by the vehicle operator or service technician", Juzswik fails to disclose in a 
second stage, qualifying the sensor status signal by generating a composite warning 
status in response to the sensor status as required by claim 1. Additionally, Juzswik 
fails to disclose a controller coupled to the pressure transmitter, the controller receives a 
pressure signal and in a first stage, compares the pressure signal to a pressure 
threshold to obtain a sensor status and in a second stage, qualifies the sensor status 
signal by generating a composite warning status in response to the sensor status 
wherein the composite warning status provides an in-range signal when the pressure ' 
statuses have not exceeded the pressure threshold and the pressure transmitters are 
not ,n a fault condition. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request that the rejection 
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under 35 U.S.C. §102 be withdrawn as Juzsrtk falls to teach or suggest eve* .imitation 
of claim 1. 



Claim 4 requires in a second stage, qualifying the sensor status signal by 
generating a composite warning status in response to a sensor status, wherein the 
composite warning status provides an in-range signal when the pressure statuses have 
not exceeded the pressure threshold and the pressure sensors are not in a fault 
condition. Juzswik fails to teach or suggest every limitation of claim 4 as noted above in 
claim 1 . Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request that the rejection under 35 U S C 
§102 be withdrawn. 

Claim 8 requires in a second stage, determining a composite warning 
status signal in response to a plurality of pressure status signals, wherein the composite 
wammg status combines a low pressure warning status, a flat pressure warning status 
a h,gh pressure warning status, and a sensor status for each of the received pressure 
signals. Juzswik falls to teach or suggest every (Imitation of claim 8 as noted above in 
da,m 1. Also, the Juzswik reference falls to disclose in a second stage, determining a 
composite warning status signal in response to the plurality of pressure status signals 
wherem me composite warning status combines a low pressure warning status, a flai 
pressure warnln9 status , a high pressure wam|ng ^ ^ a ^ ^ ^ 

of the received pressure signeis. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request thet the 

ZT 7?* USa 5,03 be wl,hdrawn as Juawik ,aila » teaeh » «w* «*y 

Mtabon of cla,m 8. furthermore, no reason has been shown why one of skill in the at, 
would modify the Juzswik references 

Claim 15 requires determining a composite warning signal in response to 
a high pressure warning statue slgra ,, a , ow pressure wamin£| s , atus 

pressure status signai, wherein the composite warning status combines the low 
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compose wamtng status signa. in response to me plurality o, pressure status sign! 

wherern the composite warning status combines a tow pressure warning status, a 2 
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pressure warning status, a high pressure warning status, and a sensor status for each 
of the received pressure signals. According, Applicants respectfully request that the 
rejeotJon under 35 U.S.C. $103 be withdrawn as JuzsMin view of eezefrfall to teach 

1T» T " rai ' a " 0n " ^ FUrthen,,0re ' n ° reaSon has why 
one of skill ,n the art would modify the Juzswik or Bezek references. 

Applicants incorporate their previous response dated June 3, 2004 and 
respectfully request addiudnal consideration by the Examiner. Specially, the present 
invent™ is a method and system for mitlgatfng raise atom* in a tire pressure 
monitoring system for an automotive vehicle. Independent claims 1, 4, 8, and 15 were 
amended to clarify the patently distinct step in the seoond stage of the controller is 
generating a composite warning status. The composite warning status is a oomblnation 
of a low pressure warning status, a high prassure warning status, a flat presaura 

staZ Tl ^ COmPOSte Wamin9 ~» may ate0 »** — - -ming 
stages. Funhermora. the patent* distinct oomposte warning signal is disUnctfvely se 

fort n each of .he currently amended independent ctaims. Applicants maintain that .he 
pnor art does no. .each or suggest qualNying a warning signal in a second stage of me 

March 3, 2004, Appiicam, ,n me Request for Continued Examination dated June 3 
2004 amended each independent Cam, to indude a composite warning status that is 
qualified in the second stage of the controller. 

In me Final Office AcUon, claims 1-7 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
102(e) as being anticipated by Juzsi** et al (Sri? 1«> a. ,■ 
traverse. (6,612,165). Applicants respectfully 

claim, , h reSPeeHU " y *** ** *■ 8tepS 0f ,he ascribed m 

(A), step 214, a de.ermma.lon is made as to whemer me prassure va.ue Indicated bv 

ZEZZ d * — 98 pacte ' " ,he ^ * — ^ 
^ZT^ZTr ran9e - " me de,ermina,ion at s,ep *■»»*•. - 

progess aioo proceeds to steD 216 At <tt»n out * . „ 

* lc K^'o. ai step 216, the control er 36 outputs the In-ranna 

^a, toWl esecond,nd,ca. O r 5 0.., (Co, 7, lines 3, 3. and Figure 2). Z2^Z 

•each or suggest a method and sysiem tor m,«ge«ng fa.se atanns in a Jptsura 
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monitoring system for an automotive vehicle. Moreover, Juzswlk does not teach or 
suggest generating a composite warning status. Accordingly, claims 1 and 4 are 
amended to clarify the warning status of the second stage of the controller is a 
composite. That is, the composite warning status provides an in-range signal when the 
pressure statuses have not exceeded the pressure thresho.d and the pressure 
transmitters are not in a fault condition. Therefore, it is requested that the Examiner 
allow claims 1 and 4. 

In the Final Office Action, claims 8-14 stand rejected under 35 u.S.C 
1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Juzswik et al. (6,61 2, 1 65). 

Applicants respectfully believe that the steps of the controller described in 
chum 6 are not taught or suggested in the JuzswiK reference. Claim 8 is amended to 
include the warning status of the second stage cf the controller is a composite. That is 
the composite warning status is a combination of a low pressure warning status, a flat 
pressure warning status, a high pressure warning status, and a sensor status for each 
of the received pressure signals. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request that the 
rejection under 35 U.S.C. §103 be withdrawn as J^fails to teach or suggest every 
l-m-tation of claim 8. Further, no reason has been shown why one of skill in the art 
would modify the Juzswik reference. 

* S Rna ' OMOe Actl0a Clai,ns 1S - W "on" »J«** under 35 U.S C 6 
03(e) es being unpatentable over Juzswik et al. (6,612,165) in view of Bezek el «t 
(8,278,363). Applicants respectfully traverse. 

Applicants respectfully believe that the steps of the controller described In 
eletm 15 ere not taught or suggested in the JuzsM reference in view of the Bezek 

a?-?',, ^ 15 ' S amendSd '° in0lUd8 ,hS Wam ' n9 <* ,he «°9e of 

Ote controller ,s a composite. That Is, ft. composite warning status is a combination of 

a . to* 'P^ure warning status. a „a. pressure warning status, a h,gh pressure warning 
staus. and a sensor status for each of the received pressure slgnais. Accordingly 
Applets respectfully request tha. .he rejec«on under 35 U.S.C. 5103 be withdrawn as 
" *" <* « * -* - -gges, every limKeiion o, +*TZZ 

ZZZZT show *" 009 °' ski " h ft9 " -~ -» - *~ - 
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Applicants further assert that dependent claims 2-3. 5-7, 9-14 and 16-20 
are allowable for the reasons as set forth above in the currently amended independent 
dams. Apptlcants respectfully request me Examiner to reconsider this application in 
view of^he comments above. 

Should the Examiner have any questions or comments the Examiner is 
respectfully requested to call the undersigned attorney. 

Please charge any fees required in the filing of this amendment to Deposit 
Account 06-1510. 



Respectfully submitted, 
ARTZ & ART2, P.C. 




R. Scott Vincent 
Reg. No. 55,771 
28333 Telegraph Road 
Suite 250 

Southfield, Ml 48034 
(248) 223-9500 

Date: $*>„h / 3q 0 y 
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